Keith Michael Baker has rightly stressed the 'complexity of the process of ideological elaboration that occurred' in France and neighbouring countries in the pre-revolutionary period (1770-89) and the 'great range of discourses upon which opposition to monarchical authority could draw' in the last decades before the Revolution.
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Enlightenment did this in ways which thus far scholars have paid scarce attention to. Essentially, what is being claimed here is that the most crucial intellectual factor in the creation of the core values of modern Western democratic republicanism was precisely the same chief factor that went into the creation of the ideology of 'reason' during the French Revolution (i.e. the anti-Rousseauist strain). What is more, this ideology also laid the foundation for what will be termed here 'the radical critique' of the American Revolution.
This state of affairs may immediately strike the reader as paradoxical, even strange. It suggests that the most formative intellectual factor in the making of the French Revolution, in its early stages, was a 'revolution of reason' already fully developed before 1789 and chiefly expounded by those whom Rousseau and the many religious anti-philosophes of the age termed (with strong overtones of disapproval) the nouveaux philosophes. Yet it is precisely this intellectual impulse towards democracy and equality that is the element in the equation most completely and insistently neglected by the historiography (including Baker) and by historians of political thought.
What is more, many readers are accustomed to thinking of the American Revolution, not the French, as the chief stepping-stone towards modern democracy and equality, and they tend to believe the American Revolution grew out of an 'Atlantic republican' intellectual and political tradition with strong roots in seventeenth-century English thought. Yet a number of scholars have noted that this way of viewing the rise of modernity leaves a number of gaps and transitions unexplained. In the first place, it fails to explain how Anglophone republicanism became democratic and egalitarian. In the second, it fails to explain how ideas contributed to the making of the two revolutions. As Manuela Albertone has expressed it, the 'link between republic and democracy was made explicit by the events of the American Revolution and the French Revolution'. However, historians' and philosophers' awareness of the revolutionary process leading towards democracy has not yet developed in such a way 'as to allow these historical periods to assume a central role in the current debate on republicanism '. 2 This is largely unfamiliar terrain. There is a suggestion, however, that by far the most decisive phase in the process through which the values of democracy and egalitarianism became the core ideology and central value system of the Western world were the two decades immediately prior to the first major democratic movement in modern Europe (i.e. the Dutch Patriottenbeweging of 1780-87). Furthermore, the second major such movement, the 'French Revolution', amounts to more than just
